D
he American Library Association has published three editions of Books for College Libraries (BCL). The first edition of Books for College Libraries (BCLl) was intended to update Charles B.
Shaw's 1931 List of Books for College Libraries.
It is a list of approximately 53, 400 titles based on the initial selection made for the University of California's New Campuses program and selected with the assistance of college teachers, librarians, and other advisers. "The size and subject balance of the list are similar to the already successful working collections of the Lamont Library at Harvard University and the Undergraduate Library at the University of Michigan."
1 As the preface to BCLl states, "This list does not claim to be a list of the best books or a basic list for any college library ... [it] is a list of monographs designed to support a college teaching program that depends heavily upon the library, and to supply the necessary materials for term papers and suggested and independent outside reading."
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The following two editions of BCL state similar objectives. BCL2, which appeared in 1975, states in the "Introduction" that it is intended for use by the same audience of undergraduate libraries as BCLl and that the number of titles included has been reduced to 38,651 to reflect a minimal "core collection. " 3 The "Introduction" further states, "Books recommended were to constitute 'the bare minimum of titles needed to support an average college instructional program of good quality."' 4 The "Introduction" to the third edition of BCL The three editions of BCL have been subject to similar criticisms. The major criticism is the inclusion of a substantial number of out-of-print publications. Lee Ash and Robert W. Wadsworth criticize the fact that at least 40 percent of those titles included in BCL1 were ·out of print at the time the edition was published. 6 R. E. Moore and Lee Ash criticize the inclusion of out-of-print titles when available reprints of the titles are not listed in BCL2. 7 John Budd selected a stratified sample of 381 titles listed in BCL3 and checked for in-print status. 8 Of these 381 titles, 163 (about 43 percent) were out of print approximately one year after the publication of BCL3. Although each edition of BCL specifically states the titles were selected without regard to their availability from publishers and in-print availability was not considered a major factor, this does pose limitations on the lists as guides for selection.
The reviewers also question the qualifications of those responsible for selection in each specialized area of BCL2.
9
BCL3 attempted to correct this doubt of authority by involving more than four hundred faculty members and about fifty academic reference librarians on "the first-round team" and sixty~four academic librarians on the · reviewing group for the second round. 10 The librarians reviewed broader subject areas than the faculty reviewers. The first-round team members were given pages from BCL2 and Choice review cards within their subject areas. They were asked to rank the titles on a scale of one through four and to recommend other titles they believed necessary for undergraduate study within their subject areas. The second-round group served as referees and rated the quality and appropriateness of the firstround contributors' selections.
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The producers of BCL2 are also criticized for their unbalanced and uneven selections, as well as the omission of important · works. 12 Thomas Gaughan charges BCL2 with emphasizing secondary authors and slighting major authorsP Wadsworth berates BCL2' s "striking reduction in number of titles" for specific authors in comparison to BCL1. 14 January 1995
Regardless of the criticisms, the literature suggests that BCL is used for evaluating and assessing collections as well as for building and maintaining them. 15 With the increasing number of revisions and additions to the academic curriculum, the need for and use of a core collection guide may be essential in developing collections to support the undergraduate curriculum. It is fairly common for small and medium-sized academic libraries to evaluate the quality of their collections by using basic lists. Stanley Shabowich describes the process used to judge the quality of a library collection by checking the library's holdings against BCL. 16 Since BCL proposes to represent a core collection that is designed to support the curriculum of four-year institutions, to be used as a measure to evaluate academic library collections, and to be considered an important canon of the library field, it is also likely to be consulted when building collections to support new courses, programs, and departments. 17 Because the last twenty years have seen the steady growth of women's studies courses, programs, and academic departments, BCL is one of the guides likely to be consulted for building core collections in support of this field. 18 Women's studies has gained scholarly recognition and legitimacy as an area of study within academia during this time period.
Although feminist scholarship was first integrated into the fields of history and literature, it has expanded into the fields of the social. sciences and professions and is currently spreading to technology and the biological sciences. 19 Colleges and universities have integrated and are continually integrating scholarship on women and nonwhite cultural groups into the liberal arts core curriculum. 20 The study and mainstreaming of gender within a discipline have grown in the 1980s, especially within undergraduate programs. 21 Since women's studies draws upon the knowledge of many disciplines, with women as the center of intellectual inquiry, it is considered interdisciplinary or transdisciplinary. In the "Preface" to the NALW, Sandra M. Gilbert and Susan Gubar specifically state that the anthology was designed to serve as a core curriculum for women's literature courses and as the canon into which other women authors may be assimilated.32 In the "Preface" to the anthology the authors apologize for excluding countless women writers, many of whom originated from ethnic backgrounds, but attribute this exclusion to limited space and copyright restrictions. Like other Norton anthologies, the NALW is arranged in chronological order followed by introductions to the historical sections.
Like BCL, NALW has encountered its criticisms. Gilbert and Gubar have been criticized for selecting authors for the NALW to support a case against men or a seventies-style political sentimentality or to document and connect female literary experience rather than to present distinguished literary merit. 33 Others condemn the authors of the NALW for promoting exactly that which it is supposed to critique-the exclusion of black, Chicano, and Native American Indian women and the adaptation to the standard Norton anthologies of authenticating writers by including them in the traditional male canon. 34 Gilbert and Gubar explain the exclusion of authors in the "Preface."
35 Shari Benstock justifies the style of the anthology by stating that NALW's adaptation of the style of other male-dominated Norton anthologies was to suggest that woman's place is within man's history and to "suggest the ways in which woman is sewn into (and sewn up by) the patriarchal system."
36
Despite the negative reviews and flaws of the NALW, it has been lauded as a landmark not only in feminist commentary but in the study of literature. 37 The reviewer for Library Journal recommends most libraries purchase at least two copies of the NALW, one for reference and one for circulating.
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THE STUDY AND ITS METHODOLOGY The number of women's studies courses offered in colleges and universities has grown from sixteen courses in 1969 to over twenty thousand courses in the 1980s.
39 Therefore, the implications of the utility of BCL in evaluating, assessing, building, and maintaining collections to support the women's studies curriculum of undergraduate programs will be examined in this study.
Specifically, this study looks at the inclusion of women authors in the field of literature in the three editions of BCL with an eye on support for the women's studies curriculum of undergraduate programs in four-year academic institutions. This allows for a comparison of approximately twenty years in relation to the publishing dates of the three editions of BCL and the emergence and growth of women's studies as a discipline. Since the NALW is considered an important canon of women authors in the field of literature, it is compared to the holdings of the three editions of BCL. The sample of fifty authors within each chronological division is included in appendix A.
Each edition of BCL is checked for the inclusion of each author included in the NALW. For every author included in the NALW, the inclusion or exclusion of the author in each edition of BCL is documented. For each author in the sample included in BCL, the following information is documented: the title, publisher, and publication date of the work and the edition, volume number, entry number, page number, and subject heading of the citation in BCL.
By documenting this information, the study identifies (1) • NALW includes 61 authors in the Contemporary period, however only 44 of these authors published before 1967, the publication date for BCLl.
• Mary Rowlandson (c.1636-c.1678)
• Anne Killigrew (1660-85)
Turn-of-the-Century Literature
• Charlotte Mew (1870 Mew ( -1928 Modernist Literature
• Anna Wickham (1884 Wickham ( -1947 • Anzia Yezierska (c.1885 Yezierska (c. -1970 Contemporary Literature
• Kamala Das (1934-) • Maxine Hong Kingston (1940-)
The demographics of both the forty- shire Indian tribe and described the Indians as humans rather than beasts.
An examination of the demographics listed above, suggests that the majority of female authors included in BCL are not women of color, but white, American Caucasians. The demographics also indicate that women who reflect unconventional perspectives or ideas in their works or lifestyles are less likely to be included in BCL, as are female poets.
The titles by the forty-two authors in the sample that appear in BCL are documented in this study. There are a total of 513 titles included in the three editions of BCL. Some titles are repeated in several editions. Therefore, 318 unique titles appear in BCL for the sample of authors. Table 3 presents the number of titles listed in each edition of BCL by chronological division.
As the table indicates, there is little difference between the three editions of BCL in the number of titles included in the representation of the Middle Ages and Renaissance and the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. There is a slight decline in the number of titles included in the representation of the literature of the nineteenth century from BCL1 to BCL2 and an increase in the number of titles included in this representation from BCL2 to BCL3. There is a steady decline in the number of titles included in the representation of the turn-of-thecentury literature from BCL1 to BCL2 to BCL3. This decline in the number of titles corresponds with the decline in the number of titles represented in the three editions of BCL for this same chronological division, as illustrated in table 3. The number of titles included in the representation of the modernist period decreases about 48 percent from BCL1 to BCL2 and decreases by two titles from BCL2 to BCL3. The high number of titles included in BCL1 may be attributed to the fact that the authors included in the modernist period had reached their critical acclaim and had published a majority of their works prior to the publication of BCL1. The number of titles included in the representation of the contemporary period increases by just over 36 percent from BCL1 to BCL3 and increases by sixteen titles from BCL1 to BCL2. This may be attributed to the fact that approximately 40 percent of the contemporary authors included in NALW had not published their works until after 1970. Those who had published prior to the 1967 publication date of BCL1 and the 1975 publication date of BCL2 may not have achieved critical acclaim by BCL1 and BCL2 publication dates. Eleven authors have the greatest number of titles included in the three editions of BCL. Table 4 presents the number of titles by each of these authors included in each edition of BCL by chronological division.
There is a steady decline in the number of titles by Lady Isabella Augusta Gregory, a turn-of-the-century author, included in each edition of BCL.
Among the modernist authors, Gertrude Stein, Willa Cather, Elizabeth Bowen, and Edith Sitwell, the number of titles included in BCL progressively decreases in each edition. This again is consistent with the decline in titles represented for the modernist period in each edition of BCL portrayed in table 3. The representation of Virginia Woolf's work in BCL does not follow this trend of decline. This may be attributed to her vast critical acclaim. The large number of titles included in BCL1 for these writers of the modernist period may be attributed to the fact that they had reached January 1995 their critical acclaim and had published a majority of their works prior to the publication of BCL1.
All of the contemporary authors listed above, except for Mary McCarthy, have more titles included in BCL3 than included in either BCL1 or BCL2. This may be because these authors had not published their works until after 1970. Those who had published prior to the 1967 publication date of BCL1 and the 1975 publication date of BCL2 may not have achieved critical acclaim prior to the BCL1 and BCL2 publication dates.
For all of the authors listed above, except for Joyce Carol Oates, Margaret Drabble, and Eudora Welty, there is a reduction of titles included in BCL2 in comparison to BCL1. This supports Wadsworth's criticism of the reduction in number of titles for specific authors in BCL2 in comparison to BCL1. 47 The reduction of titles in BCL2 and BCL3 for Mary McCarthy and in BCL3 for Gertrude Stein and Elizabeth Bowen in comparison to BCL1 may be a result of the inclusion of collected works by these authors. Willa Cather is represented by twentythree titles in BCL1 and by two titles in BCL2 and three titles in BCL3. A majority of the titles listed in BCL1 are single stories, while BCL2 and BCL3 include a collection of short fiction and a collection of novels and short stories. The inclusion of these collections may also be the reason for omitting the individual titles in BCL2 and BCL3. The decline in the number of titles for the other authors cannot be attributed to the inclusion of collected works. Another possible theory for the reduction of titles by Willa Cather included in BCL2 and BCL3 is the removal of Willa Cather from the canon. By reducing the number of titles, the contributors of BCL2 and BCL3 may have participated in the removal of Willa Cather from the canon as did her critics in the 1930s and 1940s. 48 Heinzkill believes that publishers are a factor in the determination of the canon. "Texts are in print because they are canonical, a non-canonical text is not kept in print" and therefore cannot acquire a wide readership or a place in the I (1967) in BCL2 (1975) in BCL3 (1988) canon. 49 Commercially motivated publishers publish those texts that will sell and generate profits, therefore controlling the materials available to consumers. Table 5 presents the type of publisher and percentage of publishers in the sample of fifty authors from NALW included in BCL.
TABLE4

AUTHORS WITH GREATEST NUMBER OF TITLES INCLUDED IN BCL
It should be noted that 23 percent of the trade publishers and 47 percent of the university presses listed in BCL for the sample distribute catalogs or lists specifically identifying titles relevant to women's studies or have established series in women's studies. By producing series or catalogs in women's studies, these publishers have identified the importance of and the market for women's studies. 50 These trade publishers are contributing to and supporting the women's studies field.
Seven percent of the sample titles are published in England by trade publishers. Of the eighty-four publishing companies responsible for the publication of the sample titles included in BCL, six of these companies are small presses. Two of these small presses are religious presses; one is a feminist press, one is an African-American press, and one is a college press. In the sample included in BCL, one private press is responsible for the publication of seven titles. This press is Hogarth Press, founded by Virginia Woolf and her husband, Leonard Woolf, those authors of the sample with the greatest number of titles included in BCL. The inclusion of the small press, Hogarth Press, may be because of the publicity associated with one of its owners, Virginia Woolf.
This sample of titles and publishers indicates that BCL tends to include trade publishing companies more often than university and small presses. This could be the result of the revenue and time trade publishers expend on advertising in comparison to that of university and small presses. Another possible reason for the large number of trade publishers included in the sample of BCL titles is that library-related journals tend to review titles published by a limited number of large mainstream publishers. 5
2
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE STUDY
The results of this exploratory study give an indication of the number of women authors included in NALW (an important canon of women's literature) who are also included in the three editions of BCL (an important canon of the academic library field). Since BCL is a recommended core collection for undergraduate libraries and the literature suggests it is used for collection development and selection as well as evaluation and assessment of academic libraries, it is important that future work examine and compare the authors and titles included in this core collection to undergraduate programs.
The women authors' movement between editions of BCL supports Robert Alter's contention that authors move from the center of the canon to its margins, reflecting the values of those members of society who are in authority and who exert a symbolic power over the formation of the canon~5 3 It also reflects the evolution and growth of the women's studies field. The fluctuation of the number of titles included in BCL for this sample of authors may also be an indication of the mutability and instability of the entity of the canon. The reduction of titles by Gertrude Stein, Willa Cather, and Edith Sitwell from the first edition of BCL to the third edition suggests a decanonization of these authors.
Although 80 percent of the authors included in NALW are also included in BCL, the findings indicate that 55 percent of the women excluded from the library field canon are unconventional members of society rather than the societal norm. BCL, an important canon of the academic library field, again supports Alter's idea of the canon as "a reflection in any society of the values" supported or favored by a learned elite. 54 Sixty-four percent of the publishers included in BCL are trade publishers, indicating that titles published by trade publishers are more likely to be included in BCL than those published by university or small presses. This may be influenced by the publishers' control of the titles published, access to their public, trade publishers relationship with a learned elite, and the marketing strategies employed by trade publishers. This may also determine the titles reviewed in library journals, which tend to be published by a limited number of large mainstream publishers. 55 This exploratory study supports Alter's perspective, noted above, that the literary canon is a reflection of the values favored by a learned elite. The study also suggests that the learned elite may include the authors, editors, and contributors of core collections or lists, publishing companies, and review sources.
More investigation of the uses of BCL by academic librarians is needed to identify the extent of its utility. This study a beginning or starting point. Additional questions pertaining to the women's studies and library fields have been identified by this investigation and need to be addressed. The women's studies field is relatively young in comparison to other fields and is continually evolving and growing. Future study and research is needed to reflect and document this evolution and growth.
